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it is not a weak opinion], it must be prudence which opposes;
for this is the strongest, But that is absurd ; for then the
same man will at once be prudent and incontinent: but no
one would say that it is the character of the prudent man
willingly to do the most vicious things. Besides this, it has
been shewn before, that the prudent man in particular is
distinguished in action : for he has to do with the last ex>
trernes,, and possesses the other virtues.

3.  Again, if the continent man consists in having strong
and bad desires ; the temperate man will not be continent,
nor the continent temperate : for excess does not belong to
the temperate man, nor the possession of bad desires.    But
nevertheless the continent man must have them -y for if the
desires were good, the habit, which forbids him  to follow
them, is bad : so that every species of continence would not
"be good 5 and if they are weak and not bad, there is nothing
noble [In conquering them ] : nor if they are bad and weak,
Is there any thing great

4.  Again, if continence makes a man adhere to every opi-
nion, it is bad;   as, for instance, if it makes him adhere to
a false one:   and if incontinence makes him depart from
every opinion^ some species of incontinence will be good ; as
the Neoptolemus of Sophocles in the Philoctetes ; for he is
praiseworthy for not adhering to the persuasions of Ulysses,
because he felt pain in telling a lie.    Secondly ; Again, the
sophistical reasoning, called Men{ienss causes a difficultyc:

"for because they wish to make the other party allow some-
thing contrary to his opinion, in order that they may appear
clever when they succeed, the syllogism, which is formed,
becomes a difficulty : for the intellect is at a stand, when it

c The whole of this section relates to the second of the gux opinions in
the last chapter ,* and different absurdities are shewn to result from t^e
hypothesis, that the incontinent man is the same with him who departs
from his opinion. The second absurdity is this; a sophist, by getting me
to allow his premises, makes me allow his conclusion, which common
sense tells me is false, but which I cannot refute : by allowing it there-
fore I have departed from my opinion, and consequently according to the
above hypothesis,, I am incontinent: which is absurd.